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You are hereby notified that the Court has entered the following opinion and order:

00-2458 Sandra Lea Benedict v. LIRC, WERC, WEAC, Eau Claire
Assoc. of Educators and Eau Claire Area School District
(L.C. #00-CV-308)

Before Cane, C.J., Hoover, P.J., and Peterson, J.

Sandra Lea Benedict, pro se, appeals an order affirming a decision by the Wisconsin

Employment Relations Commission (WERC) to dismiss her complaint under the Municipal

Employment Relations Act.  The Labor and Industry Review Commission, WERC and most of

the respondents have filed a motion for summary affirmance.  Benedict has not filed a

response.  Because Benedict has disregarded many of the rules of



Appellate briefing, see WIS. STAT. RULE 809.19(1), we will strike her brief and dismiss the

appeal.

Benedict’s brief is utterly devoid of adequate record citation and her contentions are

unintelligible, undeveloped and inadequately briefed.  Under RULE 809.19(1)(e), proper

appellate argument requires an argument containing the contention of the party, the reasons

therefor, with citation of authorities, statutes and that part of the record relied on.  We refrain

from addressing inadequate arguments.  See State v. Shaffer, 96 Wis.2d 531, 545-46,

292 N.W.2d 370 (Ct. App. 1980).  Additionally, although Benedict’s brief purports to raise a

number of issues for review, none of them address either the bases for WERC’s decision or the

circuit court’s order affirming that decision.

Therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that the appellant’s brief is stricken and the appeal is dismissed.  See

WIS. STAT. RULE 809.83.
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